IMMIGRATIO 


Puny parade 


The victory of the Task Force in the 
Falklands, and the manner of its achieve- 
ment, was deserving of a much better vic- 
tory parade than the one witnessed in Lon 
don last month. 

This is no reflection on the quality of 
turn-out or marching of the units taking 
part, nor upon the excellence of the music 
of their bands, which was as stirring as 
ever. 

It is only to say.that the scale of the 
parade was much too small. A total of 
some 25,000 to 30,000 men were involved 
in the Falklands operation, if one takes into 
account all branches of the forces and their 
supply units. Yet only approximately 1,000 
took part in the parade. 

A mere token number of those disabled 
in the campaign were permitted to occupy 
special places of honour on the march 
route, whereas in justice all should have 
done. 
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ROYAL MARINES MARCH PAST 


Sy ee 


Even more meagre than the display of 
men was the display of weapons. One would 
have thought that our forces somehow def- 
eated the Argentines with their bare hands! 

No doubt this parsimoniously conceived 
event was a concession to the large, vocif- 
erous and powerful pacifist and anti-pat- 
riotic establishment in this country, with its 
overwhelming representation in politics, the 
mass media and the church. 

But it was nevertheless a shameful ges- 
ture — an insult to our magnificent serv- 
icemen. 

London is one of the worst cities in the 
world in which to hold parades — having 


been: built primarily for the benefit of 
shopkeepers and property developers, and 
with limited areas lending themselves to 
spectacular pageant. 

Even so, we could have done better than 
this when it came to honouring the Falk- 
lands heroes. That we did not do so isa 
national disgrace. 


New light on Falklands 


Notwithstanding the pathetically meagre 
scale of the Falklands parade, Mrs. That- 
cher quite obviously enjoyed herself hugely 
while standing on the platform witnessing it 
and while later speaking at the Lord Mayor's 
luncheon which followed. Shortly prior to 
that occasion, she was on the receiving end 
of ecstatic applause at the Tory Party con- 
ference when Defence Minister John Nott 
said that but for her the victory would not 
have been possible. 

Something of the real nature of the 
Prime Minister's contribution to the Falk- 
lands affair is, however, gradually coming 
to light. According to the findings of the 
Franks Enquiry, set up to ascertain the 
background to the Argentine invasion of 
the Falklands, the Foreign Office claims 
that Mrs. Thatcher was informed of the 
invasion threat on March 29th by means of 
a report by the Joint Intelligence Commit- 
tee which was handed to the then Foreign 
Secretary Lord Carrington and which surely 
must have been passed by him to the Pyjme 
Minister, as later that day he was in fact in 
her company for several hours as the two 
flew together to Brussels for a special Com- 
mon Market meeting. This version of 
events conflicts sharply with that of Mrs. 


Thatcher herself, who claims that she had 
no knowledge of what was happening until 
two days later. 

‘Who is speaking the truth, the repres- 
entatives of the Joint Intelligence Comm- 
ittee or the Prime Minister? It may never 
be proved whois. It is, however, scarcely 
credible that Argentine forces proceeding 
to the Falklands by sea from Argentina and 
on the scale that we now know existed 
could have got to within two days of their 
destination before being detected and rep- 
orted to British Intelligence chiefs and that 
these chiefs would not immediately have 
passed on these reports to the Government. 

By prompt action on March 29th, Mrs. 
Thatcher could have issued a word of warn- 
ing to the Argentine Government sufficient 
topersuade it to call off the whole Falklands 
Operation, as it is now known that President 
Galtieri would never have invaded had he 
been convinced that Britain would fight to 
keep the Falklands. Why was no such war- 
ning issued? 

A clue was provided in an in-depth ana- 
lysis of the Falklands crisis serialised in 
The Sunday Telegraph, in which it was 
disclosed that on Friday, April 2nd, the day 
on which the Argentine invasion was finally 
recognised as having taken place, there was 
“a hurried canvass of Tory opinion through- 
out the country.” This, reported The Sun- 
day Telegraph, reinforced the view that a 
successful Argentine take-over of the Falk- 
lands would be a great national humiliation 
and would mean the fall of the Govern- 
ment. It was only later that day that it was 
announced that a Task Force was being ass- 
embled for immediate dispatch to the Falk- 
lands, 

Why the hurried canvass of opinion? 
Was it not clear to the Government from 
the outset what it had to do? And why was 
it only announced that the Task Force was 
being sent after that canvass had taken 
place? Why indeed unless Mrs. Thatcher's 
guide to action throughout was not the nat- 
ional interest but the political effect on her 
Own position as Prime Minister? Is it not 
clearly borne out by this timetable of events 
that the Prime Minister acted -- when she 
acted — essentially for the purpose of sav- 
ing her own political skin. She should in 
fact have acted immediately she was war- 
ned that the invasion was probable, which 
almost certainly was 4 days previously. 
This would not have been soon enough to 
have physically prevented the Argentines 
landing on the Falklands but it would have 
very likely have served as a firm discour- 
agement to them todoso. Mrs. Thatcher, 
however, had not by this time had the 
chance to calculate the political effects of 
her actions (or inaction). Nothing was 
done. A possible prevention of the Argen- 
tine invasion was forfeited while the Gov- 
emment dallied. 256 lives were later lost, 


and a good many more bodies crippled for 
life, in the taking back of the Falklands — 
a loss which, but for greater resolution and 
decisiveness in Westminster, need never 
have been. 


Buy British, she says! 


‘When Mrs. Thatcher urges British con- 
sumers to “Buy British”, as she did in a 
parliamentary speech on October 19th, she 
must surely be joking. 

If anyone is in a position to ensure that 
the people of this country buy products 
made in this country instead of those made 
abroad, it is Mrs. Thatcher herself. She 
could give a lead in persuading the Govern- 
ment to adopt a policy of protection which 
would make possible a massive resurgence 
of British industry and the creation of mill- 
ions of jobs. She has steadfastly refused to 
give any such lead but persists with the 
worn out, discredited ‘free market’ policies 
of her Government which have accelerated 
industrial ruin. 

A short time ago Mrs. Thatcher went on 
a visit to Japan, supposedly in order to per- 
suade the Japanese to cut down on their ex- 
ports to Britain. This must surely have been 
one of the most pointless expeditions of all 
time, since it was quite obvious from the 
outset that no possibility ever existed of 
exercising such persuasion on the Japs to 
change policies from which they had so 
greatly benefitted -- and so it proved; no 
agreement to any substantial export reduc- 
tion was secured. Following this fiasco, the 
obvious course for Mrs. Thatcher to adopt 
was a massive embargo on Jap goods enter- 
ing this country, but no! The best the ‘Iron 
Lady’ can manage is a speech asking British 
buyers to purchase their own country’s pro- 
ducts. 

Perhaps though there is a hidden purpose 
in the Thatcher approach. Perhaps the idea 
is to undermine Japanese industrial perfor- 
mance by getting the bosses of Jap industry 
to immobilise themselves with laughter. 


Yet another betrayal 


The Government, if it goes ahead with 
its plan to allow immigrant women with 
British citizenship to bring their husbands 
and fiances into this country, will have 
broken all the pre-election pledges it made 
on the issue of immigration and race — 
something we always knew and predicted it 
would do. 

Apparently, the plan is provoking a big 
new row in the Tory Party, but the row does 
not appear to revolve mainly around any 
matter of principle. It is concerned basic- 
ally with the timing of the move. 

The timing is bad, a lot of Tory back- 
benchers have protested, because it came 
just before two by-elections! 


In other words, had the new proposals 
not risked losing the party votes they would 
have been acceptable! 

The resudts of these two by-elections, 
in Peckham, London and Northfield, Birm- 
ingham, will be known by the time this 
issue of Spearhead is printed. Whether it 
will be known to what extent this latest 
move by the Government has affected the 
vote is another matter. 

All we can say is that the contempt we 
feel for the Government and Tory Party — 
and indeed for Mrs. Thatcher, who is rep- 
orted as approving the plan — is beyond 
the power of words to describe. 


Fruits of Majority Rule 


' The Foreign Office is reported to be 
showing concern over the news that senior 
White Officers of the Air Force of ‘Zimbab- 
we’ (formerly Rhodesia) have been tortured 
with electric shocks during brutal interro- 
gation at the hands of Premier Mugabe’s 
security men investigating a sabotage att- 
ack on the air base at Gweru on July 24th. 

In fact the FO should hardly be sur- 
prised, let alone indignant, at such devel- 
opments. Among Government departments 
it was the principal architect of the policy 
for the dismantlement of White rule in 
Rhodesia and the handing over of that coun- 
try to a Black Marxist regime. Now all the 
fruits of that policy are now coming to 
light, as we knew they would. A once 
thriving Rhodesian economy is now in ruins. 
The Rhodesian Whites, who, we were all 
assured, would have a fine future in the 
country, are fed up with life there and 
leaving in droves. Law and order are coll- 
apsing and Salisbury, once one of the safest 
cities in the world in which to walk out at 
night, is now getting like New York or 
Brixton. The country is racked with civil: 
war between rival Black leaders Mugabe 
and Nkomo and their followers. 

And the Foreign Office is concerned! 


Guardians of our moral 
conscience 


In his quaintly named autobiography 
Chanctonbury Ring, the recently retired 
Bishop of Southwark, Mervyn Stockwood, 
veteran of the anti-nationalist demonstrat- 
ion in Lewisham in 1977 which ended in an’ 
orgy of violence, gives us some interesting 
personal insights. One was when as a young 
cleric he took up a post at a public school. 
One of the boys was brought before him for 
having been caught sleeping with another 
boy in bed. 

“Did you have it off?” 
Stockwood asked the boy. “Oh no!” the 
latter replied. “More fool you,” retorted 
Stockwood. “May as well be hung for a 
sheep as hung for a lamb!” 


the young Rev. 
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MOSLEY’S BLACKSHI 
They too suffered bannings and suppression 


RTS ON THE MARCH 


Lessons from the 


a oe 


WITHIN. the British political system, 
Opposition can be divided into two basic 
elements: the “official” or institutionalised 
opposition that faces the government of the 
day within Parliament and hopes to replace 
it by the operation of the parliamentary and 
political process; and “unofficial” opposition 
which incorporates all groups outside Parlia- 
ment, firstly, those that have specific aims 
and purposes and act as overt pressure 
groups and, secondly, those that have a 
political purpose which involves replacing 
the constitutional-political framework within 
which they at present operate. 

The primary function of institutionalised 
opposition within the present political 
system is to act as a stabilising factor and in 
a fundamentally supportive role towards 
that system and to act as a counter to that 
type of unofficial opposition that is seen to 
present any form of challenge to the existing 
political framework, It can be stated that the 
present party system, where two parties as 
yet remain pre-dominant, is not merely 
supported by institutionalised opposition 
but that the latter acts as a definite obstacle 
to any fundamental change within the party 
and political system. 

Political Opposition in Britain includes 
that which desires radical or revolutionary 
change that involves the substantial revision 
or replacement of the existing liberal- 
democratic parliamentary system. 

Revolutionary change is necessary to 
the Left; whether the doctrine followed is 
that of Marx, Lenin, Trotsky or Mao, the 
final aim remains the same: the political, 
social and economic transformation of 
society. Such a recognition of the necessity 
of an upheaval of similar magnitude, while 
different in content, has not always prevailed 
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on the “‘radical’’ right, where a belief has 
existed that pre-1832 Toryism spiced up 
with Francoist authoritarianism and imposed 
by an élite could replace the present system. 

Yet it is élites, whether in parliament, 
the media, the trade unions, the financial 
and business community, the civil service, 
the established church — indeed the entire 
army of “the great and the good” — who 
have created the nightmare that is modern 
Britain, and the belief that a Nationalist 
élite of early-nineteenth century-type Tory 
authoritarians could destroy the modern 
cancer of democratic liberalism is totally 
unrealistic. This Tory-authoritarian viewpoint 
is now of less importance than another belief 
or false option for Nationalism, which may 
have a certain attraction by creating a “them 
and us” syndrome among its adherents. This 
is the class warfare option in which the tired 
cliches of the Left are adopted, the ‘workers’ 
are exalted and the declared aim is to 
eliminate ‘the bosses’ and to build a People’s 
State. Racial-Nationalism fades away to be 
replaced by a doctrine that Marx or any of 
the other paladins of the Left would endorse. 
It hardly needs stating that supporters of the 
class warfare option cannot be Racial- 
Nationalists, to whom the breakdown of 
society into inevitably warring classes (a 
classic Marxist view) is recognised as an 
artificial division and the result of a perverted 
interpretation of history. 

Racial-Marxism as practised by the 
believers of the class warfare option is as 
false as Christian-Marxism upheld by the 
existing establishment of the Church of 
England. The seductive simplicity of the 
“them and us” syndrome, especially popular 
in periods of economic and social distress, 
has one basic purpose: that of deflecting the 


1930s 


Then, as now, 
‘Democracy’ denied 
Nationalists their 
political rights, 
recalls 

ROBERT GREGORY 


energies of Nationalists from the crucial 
struggle for Nation and Race with a witch’s 
brew of Leftist ideas and assumptions 
designed to subvert those eternal truths and 
advance the position of pseudo-idealogues : 
and brazen opportunists. 


REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT 


During the last fifty years one group on 
the radical right recognised the need for a 
grassroot revolutionary movement and, as 
will be seen, was throttled in its infancy by 


-the existing social and political élites for that 


reason. The features that distinguish the 
British Union of Fascists (BUF) from subse- 
quent groups on the radical right can partially 
be explained by differences of both time and 
conditions, yet in its conception of radical 
or revolutionary opposition it reveals a 
sreater difference by its presentation of a 
: gal challenge towards the social and political 
establishment of the time. It is towards 
consideration of the challenge represented 
by such opposition and its relevance to 
British Nationalism in the 1980s that it is 
necessary to turn to a view of the BUF. 

The ideology and history of the BUF 
will only be considered where it has relevance 
to the major issue of the political field of 
operation in which that organisation was 
obliged to exist. 

It is suggested that the exercise of the 
prevailing political system, particularly the 
tules of institutionalised opposition, ensured 
that the BUF would remain firmly on the 
outermost limits of practical politics. The 
failure of the BUF has been accounted for 
by the advent of the Second World War and 
by the effects of the Public Order Act, yet 


Contd. on next page 


such explanations do not seem to take 
cognisance of another fundamental consider- 
ation. Within Britain in the 1930s the 


conditions for revolution were absent and it - 


is necessary to recognise certain elements of 
British political development and culture at 
that time: the relatively long and steady 
economic decline which mitigated the 
economic crisis and differentiated its effects; 
the maintenance of institutional legitimacy; 
the secure position of the ruling group and 
the entrenched class basis of political 
loyalties; all those things circumscribed a 
movement such as the BUF. Such a statement 
does not minimise the conditions that gained 
the BUF a modicum of support but rather 
underscores the values, beliefs and practices 
of the existing political framework. 

The formation of the BUF in October 
1932 may well have appeared an opportune 
moment for establishing a movement with a 
radical cause. Britain was experiencing its 
own share of the Great Depression which 
was affecting the older industrial nations and 
seemed to be on the verge of a major social 
and political, as well as economic, crisis. The 
response of the National Government was 
one of orthodox policies and piecemeal 
legislation while economic planning could be 
seen to have gained some acceptance abroad. 
Furthermore, in Italy, Fascism had triumphed 
and appeared to be successful while in 
Germany a strident Nationalism moved 
closer to ultimate power. 


CRISIS NOT GREAT ENOUGH 


The BUF was, however, deprived of the 
crisis it expected. Britain had not experienced 
the economic boom of the previous decade 
so that the crash was neither -sharp nor 
sudden. The nadir of the depression was 
reached at the beginning of 1933 but there- 
after Britain experienced a recovery sooner 
than other nations. Unemployment declined, 
wages remained stable and real income for 
the period was 17.7 per cent higher than in 
the previous decade, so that those who were 
employed more than maintained their 
position. Although severe distress existed, it 
tended to be confined to certain areas and 
occupations. Despite the comparative 
economic recovery, the National Government 
could not be credited with bold, imaginative 
policies, and both it and the system it 
represented remained an object of criticism 
from the extreme Left and the radical right. 
Yet in spite of the protests, the pamphleteer- 
ing and the demonstrations by both elements 
the great majority of the people remained 
apathetic and unmoved. 

One potential source of support for the 
BUF in 1932 and for some time after was the 
traditional right, including anti-Communists, 
anti-Socialists, anti-Democrats and _ those 
who were critical of Conservative policies 
and leadership and hoped to exert influence 
on that party through the new movement 
and its charismatic leader. Whether fear of 
Communism, anxiety over the failure of the 


economy to improve substantially, concern 
for spiralling unemployment and a basic 


disenchantment with the National Govern- 


ment were accountable for a large level of 
the sympathy and support gained by the 
BUF between 1932 and 1934 is of course 
debatable but it is true that in that period, 
largely due to the fame of its leader, Sir 
Oswald Mosley, the BUF -did receive con- 
siderable publicity and its ideas merit serious 
discussion. Yet those who sympathised did 
so as individuals and generally did not turn 
such sympathy into active support. The 
leader of the BUF was seen by many of 
these sympathisers, for example Lord 
Rothermere, as a charismatic leader who 
could be won for the Conservative Party and 
turn it away from the centrist and consensual 
path pursued by the existing leadership 
under Stanley Baldwin. The BUF aroused 
the fears of the Conservative leadership that 
some of their own supporters might break 
away and join Mosley and they found it 
necessary to appeal against such a course. As 
well as incurring the hostility of the leader- 
ship of the Conservative Party, however, the 
BUF had aroused the violent opposition of 


the Left by its distinctive marches, which 


were to become an essential part of the 
movement’s style and technique. 

The early months of 1934 may have 
appeared bright for the BUF, particularly 
with the adherence of Lord Rothermere to 


the cause, yet misapprehension as to its. 


nature by some and political hostility by 
others in fact made any further development 
questionable, especially as the often pro- 
claimed crisis did not seem at hand and the 
political framework appeared to have had 
successfully surmounted the Great 
Depression. The temporary support given to 
the BUF by the press baron, Lord Rother- 
mere, is perhaps the most definite example 
of the misapprehension that existed in some 
spheres about the nature of that movement. 
Rothermere was more concerned about the 
role of Conservatism in combating Com- 
munism/Socialism than in the policies of 
Mosley’s varient of Fascism and believed 
that the BUF could become the armed wing 
of a revitalised Conservative Party and for a 
short time believed that the latter was the 
possible leader for such a renewed and 
vigorous party. The revelation of the revo- 
lutionary nature of the BUF, together with 
the bad publicity generated Uy events at its 
meeting at Olympia, led to Rothermere 
withdrawing his support for an untameable, 
and thus unuseable, group. 


TURNING POINT 


The BUF meeting at Olympia in June 
1934 was a turning point for the movement 
in that it demonstrated its ability to defeat 
physical opposition but at the same time 
became tainted with a reputation for violence 
that was to prove indelible. Olympia became 
the decisive step in a process which in a 
short time reduced Mosley’s status from that 


‘the 


of a potential national leader to that of an 
eccentric ex-MP with delusions of grandeur. 
After mid-1934 the BUF bubble was pricked 
and it shrank to realistic dimensions — that 
of an infant movement trying to establish 
itself in conditions of economic recovery 
against a hostile political environment. 

Olympia had a further result in that the 
BUF lost much of its middle-class support 
and became much more proletarian — a 
factor that underlined its fall from grace in 
conventional circles where virtue was 
identified with a middle-class accent. The 
early BUF gained some support from those, 
such as Rothermere, who wished to use it 
for their own purposes; once it was recognised 
as a revolutionary, not a conservative, move- 
ment it was damned by the political estab- 
lishment and conventional institutions. 
Within the Baldwinian politics of consensus 
and accommodation the BUF and its leader 
had no role and were as remote from such 
democratic liberal-conservatism as they were 
to socialism. The failure of the BUF to 
obtain greater support was testimony to the 
success of the established political parties in 
maintaining their following. The British 
middle-classes were insulated from an un- 
certain political future after the return, in 
1931, of the National Government with a 
masive parliamentary majority, the rout of 
the Labour Party and the insignificance of 
the Communist. threat. There appeared no 
obvious reason for large numbers of the 
electorate to support a British-type of 
fascism in a country governed by Ramsay 
MacDonald and Stanley Baldwin, who did 
nothing to disturb the growing prosperity of: 
the middle-classes. The overall reaction of 
the British electorate, faced with economic 
crisis and depression, was to vote for the 
established parties, a majority voting in a 
decidedly conservative direction. 


LEGISLATION 


Two major pieces of legislation, the 
Incitement to Disaffection Act (1934) and 
Public Order Act (1936), marked 
attempts by the National Government to 
assert its control over extra-parliamentary 
movements and preserve its authority in the 
face of possible public disorder. Even after 
the organised condemnation of the Olympia 
meeting, however, it was considered by the 
political establishment that the banning of 
processions and meetings would drive dis- 
content underground, and to avoid this it 
was decided to counter the BUF in more 
subtle ways. While on occasion the police 


succesfully liaised with the BUF, which held 


its meetings without any disturbance, in 
many cases they used the threat of violence 
to persuade those letting public halls either 
not to do so or to demand an exorbitantly 
high bond for the safety of the hall so that 
the BUF would be forced to decline such an 
arrangement. 


Contd. overleaf 
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LESSONS FROM THE 1930s 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Thus the existence of the BUF and the 
reaction it provoked by the Communists and 
other self-styled anti-fascists combined to 


giiablish a new principle: that the right of 


ee speech would be maintained only if no 


one said anything sufficiently controversial © 


to arouse militant opposition. Such a 
freedom can be killed by.«physical force or 
by smothering it with the connivance of the 
State. Such a freedom means little to an 
individual or group when the press and radio 
are denied them, when public meetings are 
their only form of expression and the State, 
while denying them the right to keep order, 
refuses to keep order itself. If such action is 
complemented by local councils refusing the 
use of public halls under their control and 
the majority in Parliament uses the police, 
not to keep order at meetings, but to ban 
that meeting or stop the proceedings the 
moment organised opposition threatens dis- 
order, then ‘democracy’ in Britain has 
effectively disposed of liberty and hypocrisy 
rules in quiet triumph. 

Thus the political system can be used to 
suppress an unorthodox opinion whenever it 
attains an organised form. The right to free 
speech in the face of the established liberal- 
democratic political and party system is as 
ephemeral as the economic freedom of the 
individual in the face of the capitalist 
combine or the freedom to dissent within a 
monolithic trade union. 


PRESSURE ON GOVERNMENT 


Both in 1934, after Olympia, and in 
1936, after the Communist-inspired riot at 
Cable Street, the National Government was 
faced with the alternative of enforcing or 
changing the law. The increasing pressure by 
various anti-BUF groups, not all on the 
extreme Left, for government action was 
transformed by events at Cable Street into 
the proposals that became the Public Order 
Act. The first alternative, that of enforcing 
the law, would have involved the Govern- 
ment prosecuting left-wing groups for incite- 
ment to violence or unlawful assembly. The 
greatest objections to this course were 
political: since it was the BUF processions 
and meetings being attacked, defence of the 
right of free speech and assembly would, in 
practice, mean defending that organisation 
against their opponents, and the National 
Government was far too sensitive to the risk 
of being identified with ‘fascists’ to contem- 
plate such a course seriously. The politically 
acceptable alternative was to change the law 
in order to prevent, or at least seriously 
curtail, the activities of the BUF, which 
lacked influential defenders. The Public 
Order Act created a number of new offences 
which had the effect of putting previously 
legal BUF activities outside the law. 

The major provisions of the Act are too 
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well known to need detailed explanation and 
it is of greater interest to consider their 
political application. While the ostensible 
object of the Act was to keep the peace, it 
set out to do so by crippling the BUF, 
thereby implying that it was responsible for 
the disorders. By passing a law to curtail the 
BUF’s activities, the National Government 
condemned those activities as illegitimate 
and endorsed the often violent actions of 
those who had been trying to get such 
activities stopped. 

_ The Public Order Act did not entirely 
end the activities of the BUF nor did it end 
the violent opposition organised against it; 
rather it was a declaration by the political 
establishment that the growth of a grassroot 


‘movement on the right that challenged the 


liberal-democratic parliamentary system and 
desired revolutionary change would not be 
tolerated. Furthermore, violence towards the 
BUF by Communists and their allies would 
be condoned while the movement would be 
effectively denied redress through the law. 
The National Government was not opposed 
to the BUF because it saw it as a variant of 
continental fascism but because it was recog- 


nised as a grassroot movement that was, at. 


least, an irritant to the consensus established 
at the 1931 Election. During the BUF’s 
formative period (1932-34) certain sub- 
groups of the political establishment sought 
to use the movement for their own ends 
because of an initial misapprehension over 
its role. Once the role of the BUF was recog- 
nised as revolutionary and not conservative, 
then the support of such sub-groups was 
withdrawn and the infant movement was 
exposed to the full hostility of the existing 
political environment. 

Any modern grassroot movement that 
intends to act outside the confines of insti- 
tutionalised opposition and campaign for 
revolutionary political, social and economic 
change as the BUF did must expect the 
totally hostile response of the existing 
establishment. Opposition that accepts the 
rules of the political game as played by the 
beneficiaries of the —liberal-democratic 
system is useless for the revolutionary 
changes desired by all true Racial-Nationalists. 
Likewise, the form of Opposition that 
adopts the myths and symbols of the liberal- 
democratic system even while proclaiming 
its revolutionary nature is also a false vehicle 
for such change. 


CLASS WARFARE MYTH 


One of the most potent of the myths 
that has allowed the present political and 
social system. to maintain its dominance is 
that which divides everyone so neatly into 
different and competing classes. The belief 
in the inevitability of class warfare, so well 
expounded by Marx and his disciples, is 
largely responsible for the. continued 
existence and resilience of the liberal- 
democratic parliamentary system in Britain. 
Parliamentary democracy could not have 


developed to its present state without 
political parties which exist by perpetuating 
the myth of competing class interests. This 
artificial division allows the evils of 
Liberalism and Internationalism: as well as 
their creature, Socialism, to reign supreme. 
Real racial-nationalists will denounce 
class warfare as a false option and _ its 
adherents as the tools of our enemies, and 
emphasise the imperative of race, which 
alone offers the chance of a future for 
Britain. A true revolutionary movement on 
the radical right cannot avoid the enmity of 
the political establishment and the economic 
and social forces that control the system 
that it represents; such a movement can and 
must reject all the myths and symbols of 
that system. 


TACTICS SAME TODAY 


The tactics used by government to 
cripple a radical movement of the right have 
been fundamentally the same in the 1970s 
and 80s as they were in the 1930s, although 
the existence and opinion-forming potential 
of television has placed a far. stronger 
weapon within the hands of the liberal- 
democratic establishment and its allies. Yet 
such an advantage for our enemies has been 
mitigated by the fact of the alien invasion 
and penetration and the resulting foul horror 
of the multiracial nightmare set against a 
background of economic decline. Unlike in 
the 1930s, the political and parliamentary 
system has not surmounted the present 
economic, social and racial crisis and it is 
that fact that gives a grassroot revolutionary 
movement on the radical right an immeasur- 
able advantage over the BUF. 

This advantage would be dissipated 
however, if a modern racial movement fell a 
victim to the attitudes, beliefs and symbols 
of the present liberal-democratic political 
and parliamentary system. False options 
would lead only to disillusion, despair and 
defeat and they and those that adhere to 
them should be recognised as the enemies of 
Racial-Nationalism. It is not through adopting 
the myth of class warfare or any other tired 


Leftist doctrine nor through the sterility of 


old-fashioned Tory authoritarianism that 
British Nationalism will develop but only by- 
remaining constant to the belief of race and 
nation can the efforts and hopes of the 
present and previous generation of racial- 
nationalists be realised. 

The BUF failed in its endeavour to 
change the face of Britain, not because of 
any basic weaknéss in its ideas or in its 
leader, but rather that the operation of the 
existing political system through the rule of 
institutionalised opposition was tao powerful 
to be broken. The crisis engendered by the 
Great Depression had been surmounted by 
the existing political establishment through 
the same rule of opposition which led to the 
creation of the National Government and 
forced radical opposition to the outer 
darkness of politics. : 


In the first part of this article the 
author concluded by stating that for 
an effective Nationalist revolution to 
be carried out in Britain it is essential 
that the party which is the instrument 
of that revolution should win a massive 
and lasting mandate from the British 
people which precluded its work being 
later interrupted by political power 
passing to others. The second part of 
the article, which we print here, follows 
on from this point. 


Just how equipped is any party of the 
present establishment to obtain such a man- 
date and exercise such power — even sup- 
posing that people of the right intentions 
became the prevailing force within that party 
and led it to a victorious General Election? 

If we are talking about-a party in which 
such people might conceivably get the upper 
hand we can only be talking about the 
Conservative Party, for there is assuredly no 
other establishment party in which patriotic 
elements could ever rise to a position of 
control. How equipped would the Conser- 
vative Party then be to carry out the right 
programme by obtaining the right level of 
popular mandate? 

Almost certainly not at all, for the 
Conservative Party, even with an alternative 
leadership and alternative policies, would in 
due course have to come face-to-face with a 
reality of British political life which in the 
past has always prevented the party 
dominating the British political scene 
decisively enough and for long enough to get 
anything worthwhile done, and which in the 
future is likely likewise to do so. 

This is the deep and almost certainly 
permanent aversion to that party that is held 
by a major portion of the working class of 
Britain, an aversion ingrained by family 
memory of past poverty and distress and 
today reinforced by the catastrophic conse- 
quences that Tory policies have had for 
millions of workers in British industry, an 
aversion born out of the recognition that the 
Tory Party remains, however much it may try 
to appear otherwise, a party created and kept 
in being to serve the land-owning and upper- 
middle-class interests first and foremost and 
which can never, by reason of its psychology 
and by reason of the power base on which it 
rests, ever be a truly national party. 

Tories may forever protest to the 
heavens that the attitudes which underly this 
aversion are outdated and illogical attitudes, 
but the aversion has always persisted and 
shows no sign of not continuing to persist. 


INSUFFICIENT BASE 


The consequences of this are simple. 
The Tory Party hierarchy knows that, 
although it does have some permanent base 
of working class support, that base cannot 
be sufficient in size to grant to it a lasting 
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mandate to govern of the kind that has, for 
instance, been enjoyed by the National Party 
in South Africa for the past three decades. 
The party must continue to attract a large 
element of the middle-class vote and floating 
vote if it is to be a party of government. The 
first means that it must tailor its policies 
largely to suit .conventional middle-class 
attitudes, which in modern times have always 
included a powerful element of liberalism; 
the second means that its electoral rating 
inevitably becomes weakened when it 
cannot produce results of immediate benefit 
to the man-in-the-street, as is the case now. 


that they can by remaining within those 
palaces exert some influence on the political 
process, however small. 

' Is there anything that can change this 
impasse? 

I believe there is, but it means that a 
number of us in the nationalist movement 
must rid ourselves of some of the old habits — 
of thinking that have prevailed amongst us 
for many years and must develop a much 
more flexible approach to questions of 
political strategy and tactics, while always 
retaining the integrity of our long-term goals. 

The long-term goal must remain the 


Second of a two-part article by JOHN TYNDALL 
: 


This aversion to Toryism on the part of 
a massive portion of the working class elec- 
torate not only cuts the party off from a 
reservoir of popular support which includes 
some of the healthiest, most idealist and 
most patriotic elements among the British 
people but it deters the most actively inclined 
among those elements from joining the party 
and working for it. Thereby there is lost to 
the party a powerful force in the way of 
crusading zeal, which instead is placed at the 
disposal of the party’s enemies — a factor 
which has had tragic consequences for 
political life in Britain. 


Notwithstanding what I have said about- 


the internal composition of the Tory Party 
and the power structure operating within 
that party, it is still a fact, whether we like it 
or not, that a vast proportion of those 
people who are needed to make the cause of 
nationalism a really effective force in this 
country are to be found a. present within 
the ranks of that party and in some cases 
among the MPs representing that party. 

Likewise, a significant number of the 
remainder are to be found at present within 
the ranks of the Labour and Social Demo- 
cratic Parties, though not probably among 
their representatives in Parliament. 

Our hope is of course, as it has always 
been, that those : people will leave their 
present parties and join us. 

We must nevertheless be realistic in 
‘recognising that a great many of them are 
going to be reluctant to do so as long as we 
‘remain outsiders looking in on the palaces 
of political power and as long as they believe 


emergence of a political party capable of 
obtaining a popular mandate to exercise 
power while at the same time being based on 
the principles of British Nationalism. 

As to the precise method by which that 
goal is to be achieved, however, our thinking 
must be a good deal less rigid than in the 
past. A recent event on the British political 
scene underlines this. 


TWO-PARTY MOULD 


Prior to the 1980s, British politics had 
for more than half a century been stuck in 
the mould of what seemed to be a permanent 
two-party system. It is now distinctly 
possible, although not yet absolutely proven, 
that this mould may be broken by the split 
in the Labour Party and the emergence of 
the Social Democrats in alliance with the 
Liberals. Some of the ramifications of this 
new phenomenon have been considered by 
political commentatores and analysts, but a 
number have not yet been considered. 

One is that the ‘Alliance’, if successful © 
in future elections, could, by taking votes 
from the right as well as from the left, not 
only make it impossible for Labour to win a 
governing majority in Parliament in the fore- 
seeable future, but also make it impossible 
for the Conservatives to do likewise. In that 
event British’ politics would, whatever the 
result of a General Election, tend to follow 
the Continental pattern of government by 
coalition, with all the wheeling and dealing 
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and compromises that are part of those 
coalitions. 

One result of this could be that the 
Tories, to remain a part of the power struc- 
ture at Westminster, would have to strike a 
bargain with the ‘Alliance’ or elements of it; 
deprived by the ‘Alliance’ of a substantial part 
of its traditional support base among the 
floating voters and the ‘soft’ part of the middle 
class, the party would be weaker in parlia- 
mentary seats and thereby forced to enter 
into coalition in order to retain a slice of the 
power cake. Such a coalition would require 
that the party moved substantially to the 
left and remained there for as long as such a 
situation at Westminster continued to prevail 
— which might be for a very long time. 

Of course those properly informed 
about the political scene know that the 
present position of the Tories is.a good deal 
further to the left than it is made to appear. 
This, however, would not be enough to 
placate the political forces with whom the 
Tories would have to make a deal in the 
situation that I have described. Their stance 
would have to become much more demon- 
strably ‘wet’ than it is at present. In effect, 
the party would have to move back towards 
the consensus of the MacMillan-Heath era. 


EFFECT ON TORY RIGHT 


Now the most interesting aspect of such 
a development as this is the effect that it 
would have on the hard-line patriotic, rightist 
sections of the party and its following. These 
sections have up to now remained in the 
party and voted for it either: (1) because, 
though their political instincts are healthy, 
their political perception is weak, and they 
are genuinely fooled by the rightist and 
‘patriotic’ rhetoric which some leading 
Tories, and most notably Mrs. Thatcher 
herself, have employed to solicit their 
support; or: (2) because, though they may 
possess. stronger perception than this, they 
hold out the hope that a rightward trend is 
gathering pace within the party and that 
there is the potential therein for a genuinely 
Nationalist consensus to prevail in time. 

Such illusions and hopes would be largely 
dashed in the circumstances in which the 
Tories would have to enter into coalition 
with a strong ‘Alliance’ faction in Parliament. 
What options would then be in the offing? 

The Tory hierarchy may of course deter- 
mine that government by coalition was un- 
acceptable and that therefore the party would 
have to make an extra special effort to go 
after those votes it had lost, or was in danger 
of losing, among the floating voters and 
middle class ‘moderates’. In that event the 
effect would be the same: the predominance, 
both covert and overt, of the ‘Wets’. 

In either event, those on the patriotic 
‘right’ of the party would have to undergo a 
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drastic rethink of their strategy. From this, 
two alternative courses would present 
themselves: — 

(a) Masses of rank-and-file Conser- 
vatives would desert the party, 
knowing finally that there was no 
possibility ever of their views pre- 
vailing within it, and would com- 
prise a huge reservoir of support to 
be recruited by the Nationalist 
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actually to occur, this would still present 
enormous possibilities to the Nationalist 
movement to become a power — eventually 
the dominant power — in British politics, if 
by less direct means. " 

In the event of an open split between» 
the patriotic and ‘Wet’ factions of Conser- 
vatism, the former would be forced to look 
for vast new reservoirs of electoral support 
to compensate for those which it undoubtedly 


Tories would have to pay a price for their support 


movement — hopefully by our own 
party in its present form. 
There would be a split in the ranks 
of Conservatism parallel to that 
which has occurred in the Labour 
Party, with the patriotic ‘rightist’ 
elements severing all connection 
with the Wets and campaigning as a 
party in their own right, just as the 
Social Democrats now campaign as 
a party in their own right. 


(b) 


POSSIBILITIES 


Which would be the preferable of the 
above two eventualities? Obviously the first 
— providing that, through the recruitment of 
these powerful new forces and by a further 
process of deterioration in conditions within 
Britain, we could achieve the credibility 
among the electorate that we do not possess 
at present and thus begin to win a large slice 
of the seats in Parliament. 

Supposing, however, that the less prefer- 
able of the two developments was the one 


could not win, i.e. the ‘Wet’ middle class 
elements who would gravitate to the political 
‘centre’. There can only be one section of 
the population where such a reservoir could 
be found: the White working class and lower 
middle class. 

For that reservoir of support to be 
tapped, the party aiming to tap it would 
have to bea totally different party in policies 
and image to the Tory Party that now is — 
even to the point of abandoning the names 
‘Tory’ or ‘Conservative’. Indeed the abandon- 
ment of such names would be the first 
prerequisite for such a party. 

Equally such a party would be forced, 
by the sheer pressure of electoral necessity, 
to abandon the economic policies of the 
present Conservative Party and Government 
and to opt for policies more in accordance 
with the principles of Economic Nationalism. 

The latter would necessitate the total 
loss of support from the international 
financial establishment and multi-national 
company network and thus the dependence 
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upon a power base that was predominantly 
populist (in the best sense of the word). 

As these words are written, I can well 
visualise the objections that are already 
starting to form in the mind of the reader 
thoroughly versed in traditional Nationalist 
conceptions of analysis and strategy. Such a 
political formation, this reader will be saying, 
will be a bogus Nationalist movement and 
not a real one. It will be heavily infiltrated 
from the start by establishment servants and 
establishment thinking. It will strive for an 
illusive ‘respectability’, just as have certain 
Nationalist parties in the past, and in this 
quest it will endeavour to keep all genuine 
Nationalists at arms’ length, thus precluding 
any possibility of fusion between itself and 
existing forces of Nationalism. It would 
probably be led by a person, or persons, of 
the Enoch Powell ilk who, while appealing 
to Nationalist sentiments in the electorate, 
will not be real Nationalists as we understand 
the term and would be ready to compromise 
on a wide variety of Nationalist principles, 
- particularly in the vital field of race. 

Of course such a development is 
possible, indeed even probable — at least in 
the beginning. Whether that is reason for dis- 
couragement depends, however, on whether 
we ourselves view the future development of 
the Nationalist cause in terms-of a rigid or 
flexible strategy and tactics and whether we 
are interested in short-range or long-range 
perspectives. = 


METAMORPHOSIS 


My own opinion is that, even though 
such a movement as I have described would 
probably begin on the basis of naive assump- 
tions about ‘respectability’ and attempt to 
distance itself from the real Nationalist 
movement, it would be forced in the course 
of time and under stress of the necessity of 
survival to move closer to real Nationalism 
and to the people comprising the hard core 
of real Nationalism. Just the same meta- 
morphosis occurred in the transition of the 
National Front between 1967, when it was 
first formed, and the middle to late 1970s, 
when it reached the peak of its development 
and from which, but for a wrong turning at 
the end of that decade, it might have 
advanced to yet greater heights. At the 
outset of the formation of the NF all those 
forces were present which most certainly 
would be present at the outset of the form- 
ation of a right-wing equivalent of the SDP, 
but in the course of time they could be over- 
come as they were overcome in the NF 
through determined action and intelligent 
tactics on the part of hard-line Nationalists, 
so that there would in such a development 
lie the potential for it to evolve into a genuine 
Nationalist movement. 

All these things are of course dependent 
upon other factors, not dwelt upon in this 
article, working in our favour. One, to which 
I have alluded fleetingly, is a continuation of 
the breakdown of society and the economic 


system and the further exhaustion of all 
remaining hopes of non-radical solutions to 
our problems. Another is the build-up in the 
meantime of a powerful alternative mass 
media through which the message of genuine 
Nationalism can reach, not a few thousands, 
but millions. We ourselves, by an intelligent 
redirection of our own resources in the 
coming years, can contribute substantially 
to this process. 

I should conclude this article by stressing 
that the developments that I have outlined 
should be seen, not as developments which 
will occur, but merely as ones that may do 
so. My purpose here is not to present a 
precise blueprint for the ultimate victory of 
the Nationalist movement — for no such 
blueprint is possible — but to emphasise by 
the illustration of examples that our long- 
term strategy should not be rigid. and that 
we should be prepared to contemplate as 
possibilities for the future lines of action 


‘that in the past would have been considered 


as heresy by many Nationalists. 


ROOM FOR MANOUEVRE 


Among our enemies, Lenin taught us 
that, while basic principles must remain 
fixed, tactics and strategy must leave limitless 
room for adaptation and manoeuvre — part 
of the adaptation indeed being to changing 
circumstances which are beyond our own 
power to control or even influence in the 
slightest. 

In the first part of this article I pointed 
out two facts: firstly, that it had to be 
accepted that every past attempt to win 
mass support for a Nationalist party outside 
the ‘spectrum of established parties had 
failed. Secondly, that every attempt to 
promote the Nationalist cause within that 
spectrum had also failed — to the very half- 
hearted extent to which it had been tried. 
Neither strategy therefore establishes itself 
on the basis of its effectiveness in the past 
as the one which is going to work in the 
future. Both must be recognised as unproven , 
and both must therefore be regarded merely — 
as possible options, to be commended or 
rejected according to how future circum- 
stances — largely beyond our power to shape 
— unfold themselves. 

For the present, only two things are 
certain. One is that those of us who form the 
hard core of the Nationalist movement in 
Britain are destined for the foreseeable future 
to work outside ‘the system’, both because 
we are barred from participation in that 
system by reason of our identities and 
record and because, even if we were not, 
there is little we could do in it anyway in the 
present conditions and climate. The other is 
that, accepting the field of operations to 
which fate has consigned us, we must work 
within this field to build up the Nationalist 
movement in the next decade to a point of 
strength at which it may be in a position to 
exert the very maximum influence on what- 
ever situation may develop out of the 


present state of flux within British politics. 
This means doing to the very maximum of 


‘our ability the things that we can do and not 


wasting our time trying to do things we 
cannot do. We undoubedly can win recruits, 
train cadres, develop our organisation and 
increase our facilities of propaganda. We 
cannot win seats in Parliament, let alone 
form a majority in that institution, and 
every effort to do so when it is to the 
detriment of those things that are within our 
capability is to be avoided. 


CHOICE OF ALLIES 


One final thing must be said: if we 
accept, as I maintain we must accept, that 
ultimate strategy for the attainment of 
power for Nationalism must be flexible and 
cannot conform to any blueprint drawn up 
at this time, it follows that in our choice of 
friends and allies in the struggle we must be 
equally flexible. Our judgement of the worth 
of every such friend and ally must be based 
on that person’s ultimate and potential value 
as a Nationalist and patriot, and not on 
which political party he or she happens at 
present to be a member of. From this it 
follows that those of us who work outside 
the system must establish contact with those 
who work inside the system and co-ordinate 
our efforts to a common purpose. We must 
not take the view which too many of us have 
taken in the past, that all those who operate 
inside the system are the friends of that 
system and therefore our enemies; we must 
consider that they may well be equally well 
the enemies of the system but believe that 
for the moment they can do more good by 
remaining within it and utilising its facilities 
than by any other modus operandi. What is 
important is that such people are won over 
to support our own long-term goals and that 
what they do within the system is dedicated 
to the fulfilment of those goals. They, like 
our own followers, must be persuaded to 
adopt the principle of a flexible strategy; 
they, like some of us, must be weaned away 
from rigid habits of thinking, of which they 
are at least equally guilty. 

I began this two-part article with the 
title ‘On the winning of power’ — for that is 
what we are in business to do. Those 
Nationalist revolutions of the past, which 
many of us may admire so greatly, were 
accomplished by men who recognised them- 
selves to be in the same business — and they 
prevailed by exploiting realistically the 
conditions and possibilities of their time. 
The conditions and possibilities of our time 


are drastically different. Facing that fact is 


the first step on the road to victory. 
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“In this time and place they are more inimical than amical 


CONSERVATISM AND RACISM. 


Reprinted with acknowledgements to INSTAURA TION, Box 
76, Cape Canaveral, Fl. 32920, U.S.A. 


A commonly held belief among both racialists and their 
opponents is that racial thought is part of or is consistent with 
political conservatism. Historically, there is much to be said 
for this belief, since in both Europe and America the political 
Right has been the strongest voice for racial integrity and 
Eurocentric supremacy. However, the foremost exponents 
of racialism in this century -- the German National Socialists 
-- ‘never called themselves conservatives, although they 
were temporarily allied with the German Right. Today the 
American Conservative Movement (ACM), which is philo- 
sophically distinct from the classical conservatism of the 
Old World, vigorously denies that it is racist. This movement 
has never hesitated to enlist the support of prominent right- 
wing Jews (Will Herberg, Milton Friedman, and the late 
Frank S. Meyer having been the most prominent) and has in 

‘recent years been able to boast of the addition of some 
blacks (Thomas Sowell of UCLA, Walter Williams of Temple 
University, Clay Claibourne of the ‘‘Black Silent Majority 
Committee,” and the Lincoln Review -- a black conservative 
quarterly run mainly by whites and Jews). Former conserva- 
tive Republican Senator Bill Brock publicly stated his inten- 
tion to attract the ‘‘black middle class” to the GOP during his 
tenure as chairman of the Republican National Committee. 
The denial of racialism by the contemporary conservative 
movement therefore constitutes strong evidence that there is 
no necessary linkage between its ideology and that of racial- 
ism, despite the leftists’ tactic of trying to “brand” or 
““smear’’ conservatives as racialists. While conservatives 
continue to oppose integrationist tactics such as affirmative 
action, busing and instruction in Black English, they do not 
do so on facialist grounds, but on the principle that they 
generally oppose all attempts at social engineering or estab- 
lishing special privilege. Nor did the ACM ever oppose 
integration on racialist principles. The original conservative 
objection to Brown v. Board of Education was that it was bad 
law and bad sociology, not that it was bad biology and bad 
anthropology. 


CODE WORDS 


All these positions and statements, however, could be, as 
critics allege, mere ‘‘code words,’’ and American conserva- 
tives might really be motivated either by race prejudice or by 
a “secret doctrine’’ of white racial supremacy. Many Major- 
ity activists seem to believe that this is so and that conserva- 
tives are in fact their natural allies. Many racialists indeed 

‘consider themselves conservatives and regard their differ- 
ences as merely tactical. This belief is a serious mistake, and 
to demonstrate the error, the basic premises and goals of 
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conservative thought should be clarified and contrasted 


. with those of racialism. 


American conservatism, as a sociopolitical theory, ‘is 
complicated, and no attempt will be made to expound it 
completely. However, three themes, common to almost all 
American conservative thinkers and journals, stand out in 
significant contrast to racialism. 

First, American conservatism is, like the classical Euro- 
pean conservatism of Burke and Metternich, religious -- 
principally Christian and more often specifically Catholic, 
but admitting the common interest of Judaism and Protes- 
tantism. Many prominent Catholic conservatives appear to 
think more highly of Judaism than Protestaniism; the. late 
Will Herberg was one of the most influential exponents of 
conservative theism, although an observing Jew until his 
death. 

Secondly, American conservatism, again like its Euro- 
pean analogue, is /egitimist; in place of a hereditary dynasty, 
conservatism in America defends the Constitution as the 
sole legitimate source of sovereignty and legal authority. 

Thirdly, urilike the organicist, communitarian and aristo- 
cratic conservatism of Old Europe, American conservatism 
is individualist and capitalist. Essentially, conservatives 
want to conserve the moral, cultural, legal and economic 
order that has stood the test of time and has given America 
what they believe is its fundamental identity as a civiliza- 
tion. Most conservatives, intellectuals or not, take these 
ideas very seriously and genuinely despise the antireligious, 


‘unconstitutional and collectivist forces of the Left. 


CONTRAST 


Racial attitudes, however, stand in contrast to these con- 
servative ideas and cannot be reconciled with them. Racial- 
ism is secularist, tending to atheism, agnosticism or pagan-- 
ism, and it affirms the vital importance of secular action. 
Moreover racialism has no claim to validity if it is not found- 
ed on science, and throughout American conservative re- 
ligious thought there is a strong skepticism and hostility 
toward science, the scientific method, technology and the 
application of science to society and politics. Anything re- 
motely smacking of eugenics, for example, quickly becomes 
a target of conservative wrath. It was William A. Rusher, 
publisher of National Review and a leading conservative 
spokesman, who undertook to debate William Shockley at 
Yale. 

As for constitutional legitimism, racialism must regard the 
U.S. Constitution and all legislative and formal documents 
as epiphenomena; the underlying reality for racialism is, of 
course, race. In so far as laws and constitutions protect white 
racial supremacy, they are good things; in so far as they do 


Contd. on next page 


not, they are bad. The U.S. Constitution was originally a 
racially explicit document, recognizing the inferiority of 
Indians and the legitimacy of racial slavery. Since the Civil 
War, and more especially since the 1950s and 60s, the 
Constitution has been molded into a leveling and egalitarian 
force. It is impossible for racialists to defend it in its present 


. form..To amend it and restore its explicit racialism merely 


presupposes the prior victory of racial thought among the 
population. It would not be necessary to amend the Con- 
stitution if explicit racialist ideas were so widely and pub- 
licly shared as to make its amendment possible. Moreover, 
any constitution, written or not, depends for its efficacy on 


-an underlying consensus of values, institutions and societal 


goals. That consensus, which was once operative in Amer- 
ica and was itself a legacy of the Northern European race, no 
longer exists, since minority-dominated ‘‘adversary cen- 
ters’’ have done their utmost to challenge, ridicule and 
subvert it. Without a consensus a constitution becomes a 
mere scrap of paper. Indeed there is less and less reference to 
the Constitution in our political conflicts and more and more 
debate as to what it says or said, means or meant. What 
racialists must seek is not merely the occupation of formal 
political office, but rather the control of social and cultural 
power. The centers of this kind of power are-to a large extent 
beyond the Constitution and the electoral political frame- 
work it establishes. In the end it is the victory in the struggle 
for social power that determines the viability and level of 
civilization of a society. Whoever wins that struggle -- and 
the historical trend is against the Majority -- may draft what- 
ever laws and constitutions he wishes. — 


INDIVIDUALISM 


Finally there is the conservative principle of individualism 
and its attendant values of liberty, self-help and self-disci- 
pline. Historically individualism, as an ideology and as a 
social phenomenon, is unique to Europe; it developed in 
association with the Protestantism and capitalist economies 
of Northern and Western Europe and is unknown to Orien- 
tal, African and Levantine cultures. Although classical pa- 
gan thought recognized the moral autonomy of the indi- 
vidual, the social and political context of ancient society 
was strongly oriented to the authoritative groups of family, 
tribe and city-state. Racialism, however, cannot endorse 
individualism as most contemporary conservatives under- 
stand it. To conservatives the individual is the only reality, 
not society and not race. In so far as social and political 
institutions allow for the maximum development of indi- 
vidual talents and virtues, they are good; in so far as they do 
not, they are bad. Only very clear and present dangers to 
social survival justify, in the conservative mind, the mitiga- 
tion of individualism. Racialism, however, affirms the reality 
and importance of race, and the racial imperative overrides 
the value of individualism. It is on the grounds of indi- 
vidualism that conservatives justify equality of opportunity 
and denounce racial privileges (whether white or.black) as 
artificially. entrenched privileges. Racialists cannot believe 
in equality of opportunity, which logically entails the aboli- 


tion of segregated schools, of laws against miscegenation 
and of obligatory eugenic programs. In regard to capitalism, 
the economic systematization of individuality, it is also im- 
possible for racialists to accept wholeheartedly either the 
free-market capitalism of conservative economic theory, the 
chief exponents of which are Jews (Milton Friedman and the 
late Ludwig von Mises) or today’s big-business managerial 
capitalism, which, again, is most strongly defended by 
‘“‘neo-conservative’”’ Jews like Irving Kristol and the Public 
Interest/Commentary group. The ideal free-market econo- 


‘my, according to its conservative advocates, must exist in an 


environment of even more untrammeled individualism than 
what most conservatives would condone as safe, while 


‘managerial capitalism has become an integral part of the © 


welfare and egalitarian power structure. Large corporations 
are committed neither to individualism nor to racial integ- 
rity. They have themselves accommodated every collectivist 
and leveling measure of the “‘progressive’’. forces in this 
century and have played a major role in financing the foun- 
dations, parties and publications of the ruling liberal-minor- 
ity coalition. What precise economic system racialists 
should seek to develop remains uncertain, but it would 
probably involve a mixture of the individualism of the capi- 
talist ethic, itself a racial trait of Northern Europeans, and the 
awareness of the racial imperative that restricts individual 
action. In any case, racialists must identify as one of their 
enemies and eventual targets the bureaucratic power struc- 
ture of contemporary capitalism. They must plan either to 
control this structure themselves or to dismantle it. 

The primary goals and values of American conservatism 
(and much of European conservatism as well) are at odds 
with those of racialism. The theoretical disparities exist on a 
practical level also. While conservatives and racialists can 
make common cause for or against certain mutual enemies 
(e.g., against socially engineered racial leveling, for an 
America First foreign policy), it is doubtful if conservative- 
racialist cooperation can extend very far. Nor is it likely that 
the ACM will succeed in taking power from the ‘‘liberal 
establishment.”’ Within this movement there are, to para- 
phrase Kevin Phillips, more chiefs than Indians, and the 
mass following of conservatism appears to be composed of 
marginal types -- chiefly old people with fixed incomes, who 
are frightened of permissiveness, crime and most forms of 
social innovation. 


UNAPPEALING 


More important, the values conservatives hold most dear 
are obsolescent and unappealing. The two strongest politi- 
cal forces of the 20th century have been, in one form or 
another, nationalism (‘‘us against them,’’ whether literally a 
nation, class, race, culture or sect) and socialism (‘‘some- 
thing for nothing’). It is not necessary to define these two 
terms any more precisely, since the minds of the masses to 
which they appeal do not demand precision. But Adolf 
Hitler and all other successful demagogues saw their impor- 
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CONSERVATISM AND RACISM 
(Contd. from prev. page} 


tance clearly enough. Essentially, nationalism and socialism 
appeal to human fears and human greed. Their classic tactic 
has been to pay for the socialism by collectivizing the assets 
of the targeted group-enemy. American conservatism ap- 
peals to nationalism and group identity in only very polite 


ways. It is careful not to offend any particular group. It 
appeals to socialism and greed not at all, for its characteristic 
individualism promises nothing but hard work, blood, sweat 
and tears, in contrast to the oceans-of-lemonade promises of 
the collectivists. In short, American conservatism has no 
sense of mass appeal, little sense of history, no realistic 
political strategy, no control of the dymanic forces of society 
-- and, hence, a minimal chance of ultimate political suc- 
cess. 


‘BUILDING YOUR LOCAL BRANCH (No. 5) 
Leafletting and recruitment 


Leafletting is a form of distribution of party literature and as 
such is an activity related to, but not exactly the same as, the sale 
of publications with which we have dealt in the previous section. 

Leaflets have the advantage over periodicals, booklets and 
pamphlets that they are much cheaper to produce, are given away 
free and can therefore be distributed in much greater numbers. They 
have the disadvantage that, by comparison with those larger public- 
ations, they cannot give anything like a fully comprehensive descrip- 
tion of party policies. In order to gain one recruit to the party, we 
have to distribute many times more leaflets than copies of the party 
newspaper. On the other hand, it is many times easier to dispose of 
leaflets than to dispose of the newspaper. 

The potency of leaflets to attract people to the cause of 
Nationalism has varied over the years. At times leafletting of 
residential areas has yielded a very high return of enquiries to the 
party, while at other times it has yielded a much lower return. These 
changes reflect changes in the public mood. In any event, leafletting 
will always remain a vital activity, altering from time to time only in 
the degree of priority it should be given in relation to other activities. 

The first question a branch has to deal with when beginning 
leafletting operations is that of supply. Basically there are two 
choices here: either the branch can purchase leaflets from National 
Headquarters or it can produce its own. The advantage of the former 
type .f leaflet is that basic production costs can be offset by a very 
high quantity of sales to branches all over the country and therefore 
leaflets professionally printed can be produced much more 
economically at national level than at local level. If the branch is 
going to have its own leaflets professionally printed, they are going 
to be expensive, and ordinarily branches prefer when producing their 
own leaflets to have them printed by the cheaper duplicating process, 
in which case they can be supplied at a cost not differing greatly from 
that of the professionally printed ones supplied by Headquarters. 


LOCAL LEAFLETS 


The advantage of locally produced leaflets is that they can be 
addressed to local issues of a kind which may much more strongly 
arouse local people, end that they can be supplied very quickly; the 
issue can come to notice one day and the leaflet can be available the 
next. Leafletting operations can therefore have the tactical advantage 
of ‘striking while the iron is hot.” 

Leaflets produced in this way will not of course have the highest 
quality of appearance. Theoretically this may be a handicap but often 
in practice it has proved not to be so. Householders nowadays are 
used to have a very great volume of high quality advertising material 
pushed through their letter boxes and often ignore something found 
on their mats which looks professionally printed, believing it to be 
just another product that someone is trying to sell to them, whereas 
they may take the trouble to have u second look at something more 
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cheaply printed, as it is likely to have a local flavour and advertise 
some project or service in which they could be interested. 

For these reasons the party encourages branches to use a blend 
of locally. and nationally produced leaflets for their operations. 
Where Headquarters may be unable to supply immediately the 
leaflet that a branch wants, there is no excuse for the branch to 
discontinue leafletting, for locally produced leaflets can immediately 
be substituted. 

All this presupposes of course that the equipment is available 
whereby local leaflets can be produced. The most essential items are: 
(1) A typewriter with an even type face; and (2) A duplicating 
machine. Most branches are in possession of the first; some, although 
not all, possess the second, but here it should be possible to come to 
an arrangement with neighbouring branches in the same region or an 
adjacent region whereby one duplicator is used to print all local 
leaflets required. Indeed it may sometimes be expedient to have 
local leaflets produced by the region instead of just one branch. 

All those concerned with producing local leaflets must remember 
one thing: they are required before the leaflet is printed to have a 
specimen copy of its contents and design inspected for approval, 
either by National Headquarters or a local representative thereof 
appointed for the purpose. This is to ensure that the contents are in 
accordance with party policies, that the spelling, punctuation and 
grammar are correct and that the presentation is of reasonable quality. 


WAYS TO LEAFLET 


There are two basic forms of leafletting. One is for leaflets to be 
handed out in any place where people are assembled, such as 
shopping centres, factories, schools, public meetings or demon- 
strations. The other is for them to be posted through the letter 
boxes of homes. . 

Little need be said about the first method, except that leaf- 
letters should bear in mind that the police do have powers to move 
them on should there be reason to suspect that their presence in the 
place they have chosen could lead to a breach of the peace. Quite 
obviously, it is in their interest that they should themselves do 
nothing to justify such an impression. 

The vast majority of leaflets distributed by the party are disposed 
of by the process of posting them through the letter boxes of private 
homes — and sometimes shops, and it is this method which calls for 
some comment here, as there are certain rules that should be observed. 

Every branch should go about this activity systematically. A 
street map of the town or city should be obtained and the branch 
should endeavour eventually to leaflet every residence in every street 
indicated on the map, noting down each street as it is completed by 
drawing a line in ink the length of the street. Some branches are 
particularly meticulous and prefer to record which streets have been 
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covered by which leaflets. Either this involves the purchase of a map 


for each leaflet or the operation can be divided up into electoral ° 


wards (whose boundaries can be ascertained by a visit to the town 
hall), and a particular leaflet used for each ward. Leafletting is largely 
experimental and it sometimes takes time to establish which leaflets 
have the greatest effect in each area. Careful records of leaflet drops 
are essential for this purpose. 

If the area includes certain districts in which there is a heavy 
concentration of Coloured immigrants, these districts are best 
avoided in leafletting operations. Quite obviously, the danger of 
assault against leafletters is greater and security precautions therefore 
have to be correspondingly tighter. This involves a greater allocation 
of manpower, while at the same time the number of residences 
where our leaflets are likely to be sympathetically received is 
proportionately the smaller. White residents of these districts who 
are potential supporters of the party will be possible to contact by 
means of paper sales in the town centres when they go shopping. 


POPULATION SHIFT 


While on the latter subject, we should say one further thing. It 
has been our experience that the emergence of large Coloured 
ghettos in parts of British cities and towns has had a significant 
effect on the composition of the White population residing in the 
districts occupied. Not only has this population become smaller, as 
more and more Whites have moved away to settle in more congenial 
areas, it has also diminished in average quality; that is to say that 
those Whites who have moved are the ones with the soundest racial 
instincts and who are the least enamoured of living in Coloured 
ghettos; they also tend more often than not to be the ones with the 
greatest initiative and drive to better their existence. Those who 
remain resident in the ghettos tend largely to be the ones who either 
are quite happy to live cheek-by-jowl with the immigrants — in 
which case they are the least likely to be receptive to the Nationalist 
message and therefore not worth wasting time on — or they are poor 
or elderly and not easily able to move, although they may prefer to 
if they could. As we have said, it is best to rely on paper sales in the 
town centres as the most suitable means of reaching these people 
and not to waste time leafletting the areas in which they live. 

Those planning leaflet drives should also remember another 
important fact which bears vitally on the response they receive from 
the public. The greatest growth in support for Nationalist organisations 
in the 1970s arose in heavily populated urban areas badly hit by the 
Coloured immigrant invasion — mainly the very large cities. Precisely 
because it became clear that these areas contained big reservoirs of 
Nationalist sympathy, they were thoroughly saturated with leaflets 
over several years, many homes being leafletted many times over. 

For a time this had a very good effect but in due course the law 
of diminishing returns came into play. In many of these areas in 
recent years leafletting, particularly on the issue of immigration and 
race, has met with a very limited response. This is no doubt due to 
the previously high level of saturation, plus the factor mentioned 
earlier, i.e. the exodus from big city areas of many of the most 
receptive elements of the population. 

Because of these factors, there is now more likely to be a good 
response to leaflets from areas which were not the main targets of 
leafletting campaigns in the 1970s, i.e. small town and even country, 
areas to which many people have moved to get away from the urban 
squalor of the ghettos and which previously have not been leafletted 
to saturation point — if indeed they have been leafletted at all. 
These of course must be regarded as broad and rough pointers 
to leaflet planning; results will not always correspond exactly to 
them, and branch organisers must be prepared to experiment 
thoroughly and often in order to formulate the type of leafletting 
campaign most suitable to their localities and the areas nearby. 

Most important, there should not be an attitude of discourage- 
ment when the first response to leafletting campaigns is poor. The 
effort involved must be regarded as an investment in experience and 
the gathering of local knowledge, and branches must persevere with 
their efforts. 


It must also be borne in mind that many people who receive 
leaflets do not respond to them straightaway but store them away 
for future reference and then contact the party at a later date. This 
delayed action response may be due to the subsequent emergence of 
some issue which moves the recipient of the leaflet to write to the 
party whereas he was not sufficiently moved at the time he received 
it; alternatively, there may be some circumstance in his private life 


‘which inhibits action immediately but does not do so later. Whatever 


the cause, leafletters must expect to‘distribute a great many leaflets 
which will not draw an instant response but which in the longer term 
will not necessarily be wasted. 


FOLLOW-UP SYSTEM 


- The action taken subsequent to leafletting is as important as the 
leafletting itself. Every leaflet contains the address of the party to 
which the recipient can write for further information. Every enquiry 
thus received by the party is dealt with by a standard process: first, 
the enquirer is sent a comprehensive statement of the party’s policies 
together with information as to how to join; then the enquiry is sent 
to the nearest local Organiser, whose job it is to arrange for the 
enquirer to receive a personal visit from a party representative 
(preferably two representatives, for experience shows us that such 


‘visits are more fruitful when party representatives call in pairs). 


In a few cases, when enquirers live in areas too remote for any 
representative to call, this procedure is not possible, but in a compact 
and densely populated country like Britain this does not happen 
often; in the great majority of cases there is a branch located 
sufficiently close to the address of the enquirer for a call to be made 
on them. Of course not every call finds the prospect in the first time 
and sometimes a second or third call has to be made before they can 
be contacted. 

Experience has taught us that this system, which is customarily 
referred to as ‘following up’, is absolutely vital for getting the greatest 
profit out of leafletting operations; other things being equal, branches 
which organise a follow-up system will recruit far more members 
than those which do not. 

The party representatives who call on the enquirer should be 
carefully chosen. They should be pleasantly mannered, tidily dressed 
and as articulate as possible in talking about party policies. They 
should be well versed in the kind of arguments that might be 
employed as an objection to joining the party and they should be 
prepared and practised in dealing with these arguments. This does 
not mean that they must be so learned politically that there is no 
question about the party with which they cannot deal. It is quite 
permissible to say to the enquirer in response to the occasional 
question that that concerns an item of policy best dealt with by a 
representative of Headquarters and that the question will be 
forwarded to Headquarters office for that purpose. The important 
point is that the party representatives should come across to the 
enquirer as decent, polite and reasonably intelligent and know- 
ledgeable people — entirely unlike the picture of them often 
portrayed by the mass media, an institution by which the enquirer 
is likely still to be influenced if he or she has had no contact with 
the party before. 

Sometimes the follow-up system has an additional advantage 
when it comes to dealing with enquiries about the party from 
leaflets. The occasional enquirer may be a political opponent who 
wants to join the party for the purpose of infiltration and sabotage. 
Visiting that person’s home can often be a means of identifying him 
or her at the outset. In this case any suspicions aroused during such 
a visit should be reported to Headquarters so that consideration can 
be given to the case before any decision is made to admit the enquirer 
as a member. 

It must be stressed very strongly: the greatest barrier to our 
party’s recruitment of members lies, not in the unpopularity of 
party policies among the British public — on the contrary, their 
popularity is widespread, but in a certain image of the party which 
the public has obtained from the mass media which can immediately 
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(Contd. from prev. page) 


be offset by the presence of a pleasant and polite party representative 
(or two) on the doorstep. Another barrier is apathy. We need not 
put too fine a point on it — the British, while being a bold energetic 
race in many respects, are by nature often timid, lethargic and slow 
to move when it comes to taking political action — particularly when 


get their orders! 


they have not been accustomed to taking any such action before and 
the whole experience is new to them. The impetus to take such 
action may be insufficient when we just rely on a packet of literature 
through the post but it can become much greater if a party represen- 
tative is there to provide the extra push and persuasion. After all, 
every trading company knows that advertisements alone will not sell 
its products; the company reps must go out and meet the people to 


From Russia 
without love by RONALD RICKCORD 


THE CONTROVERSY caused by the 
construction of the gas pipeline between 
Siberia and West Europé is baffling. At the 
present time it is impossible to say whether 
the dispute between the US Administration 
and West European governments is real or 
feigned, but what many of us will suspect, 
probably rightly, is that the quarrel has been 
artificially contrived by the one-worlders to 
divert attention away from other matters 
they regard more important. 

Be that as it may, what we can say with 
some certainty is that ordinary West Euro- 
peans will not benefit: from the availability 
of Siberian gas any more than they have 
benefited from membership of the European 
Economic Community. The only benefici- 
aries in the West will be the internationalists 
who see the pipeline as another step nearer 
the day when they will acquire total control 
of the world’s energy resources — a sine qua 
non if their plans are ever to succeed — and 
the international bankers and speculators who 
hope to make fat profits out of the project. 

Some years ago, internationalists from 
both sides of the Iron Curtain met to discuss 
ways of doing business that would be 
mutually beneficial to themselves. One idea 
they hit upon was to provide West Europe 
with some of the vast reserves of untapped 
natural gas available in the Urengoi gasfields 
in Siberia, which the Soviets had neither the 
technical expertise nor financial resources to 
exploit themselves. 


NO EUROPEAN NEED . 


The fact that West Europe has no need 
for additional supplies of gas was no obstacle 
to the international schemers, and the 
enormous distances involved — the gasfields 
are 2,800 miles from the East-West border — 
did not deter them. On the contrary, the 
more difficult the undertaking is, the greater 
profits there are to be made. And an under- 
taking on such a scale would be bound to 
further the cause of internationalism, as well 
as enhancing the power, prestige and 
influence of the internationalists themselves. 
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Accordingly, the decision to build the 
pipeline was taken behind closed doors by 
people unknown, and its construction went 
ahead almost unnoticed until General 
Jaruzelski proclaimed martial law in Poland, 
thus providing President Reagan with an 
excuse for opposing the project so as to give 
the impression that he was being tough with 
the Soviets — an essential requirement if he 
is to be elected for a second term. 

At the time when the decision was made 
to build the pipeline, it was said that West 
Europeans would derive three benefits from 
the project. Firstly, it would provide un- 
limited supplies of natural gas to the gas- 
starved nations in the West; secondly, it 
would encourage trade between East and 
West, and so reduce the likelihood of war; 
and thirdly, it would help to create jobs in 


The strange tale of the 
Siberian gas project examined 


the West, thus reducing the massive un- 
employment caused by the recession. 

Let us for a moment examine these 
claims. 

The idea that there is a shortage of gas 
in West Europe is quite unfounded. Only in 
Britain’s North Sea-has any serious attempt 
been made to extract gas on a large scale. 
Further exploration for gas and oil in the 
West is likely to reveal new gasfields; and, in 
any case, the West has vast reserves of gas 
coal that make it totally unnecessary to 
depend on imported natural gas. As it is, the 
envisaged plan for the pipeline to supply 
52,000 million cubic yards of gas per year 
(which has already been reduced for tech- 
nical reasons) would represent only 4 per- 
cent of foreseeable consumption. One may 
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The pipeline being built near Gorki 
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well wonder why there should be such a fuss 
over what is a relatively small quantity and 
which, in time, will become even more 
marginal as the West discovers new gasfields, 
develops existing ones, and perfects new 
methods for converting coal into gas. 

The suggestion that increased East-West 
trade resulting from the construction of the 
pipeline will lessen the possibility of war is 
wishful thinking. Quite obviously the pipe- 
line will generate trade between the two 
sides, but we may be sure that the trading 
arrangements are especially favourable to the 
Soviets, as are all such agreements into which 
they enter. The pipeline project is to all 
intents and purposes a vast foreign-aid pro- 
gramme whereby western banks make low- 
interest loans to a hostile power. Why is it 
that the bankers have loaned the Russians the 
required capital to build the pipeline at a mere 
7.8 per-cent interest when they charge 15 
per-cent interest for investment in the West? 

As for the claim that the pipeline will 
create employment in the West, this, too, is 
specious. The pipeline contracts amount to 
only £686 million in West Germany, £400 
million in both France and Italy, and a mere 
£200 million in Britain. What we must ask 
ourselves is this: Does the creation of a few 
hundred jobs in the West justify providing 
the Russians with sophisticated technology 
and hard currency? Although the number of 
jobs created in the West will be minimal, 
there is one group of people for whom the 
pipeline will undoubtedly create ‘‘employ- 
ment” — that is the countless thousands of 
Soviet political prisoners, South Vietnamese 
internees, and ‘large numbers of conscripted 
Poles, East Germans and Ukrainians who are 
forcibly working on the pipeline in appalling 
permafrost conditions in Siberia, and in the 
inhospitable Carpathian mountain region. 
From a purely humanitarian viewpoint, it 
would surely be better to subsidise jobs here 
in the West rather than subsidise slave labour 
in the East. 


DISADVANTAGES 


Having briefly discussed some of the 
“benefits” we are told the Siberian gas will 
bring, let us now consider some of the dis- 
advantages it will incur. 

Apart from providing the Soviets with 
the cash they so desperately need to bolster 
up their tottering economy, the pipeline will 
also provide them with funds with which to 
purchase the high technology items they 
cannot themselves produce, but which are 
essential if they are to continue developing 
the weapons necessary to enable them to 
achieve their ultimate goal of world conquest. 
The pipeline will also provide them with yet 
another opportunity to disseminate their 
propaganda in western countries, and it will 
give them the perfect means for sowing the 
seeds of discord among the members of the 
Atlantic Alliance — as, indeed, they have 
succeeded in doing before the pipeline is 
even completed! Readers will not need to be 


John Brown 
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reminded of the Kremlin’s delight at the 
furore the pipeline has already caused in the 
West: even Pravda'was full of praise for the 
“Iron Lady’s’” stand against President 
Reagan’s sanctions. 

For those who take an interest in these 
matters, the pipeline is a puzzle; it raises a 
great many questions for which there are no 
obvious answers. Why, for instance, is 
President Reagan so opposed to West Euro- 
pean countries supplying aid and expertise 
to Soviet pipeline engineers though he has 
no objection to the US supplying sophisti- 
cated computer technology to them? And 
why does he allow US farmers to export vast 
quantities of grain (estimated to be around 
20 million tons this fiscal year) to the 
USSR? If, as it is said, the President's 
opposition to the pipeline was occasioned by 
the imposition of martial law in Poland by 
the Soviet puppet, General Jaruzelski, then 
why did he not try and stop the project as 
soon as he came to power in view of the 


Soviet Union's direct and brutal invasion and 
continued occupation of Afghanistan? 

And why are some western leaders, 
notably Mrs. Thatcher, so favourably disposed 
towards the project? Are we really expected 
to believe that the Iron Lady is genuinely 
upset at the prospect of a few hundred John 
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losing their jobs? After all, she doesn’t 
appear to be particularly concerned about 
the fate of the near 2 million workers who 
have lost their jobs during her premiership. 

In this brief article just a few of the many 
questions and apparent anomalies concerning 
the Siberian gas project have been discussed. 
There are many other bewildering aspects 
about the project, but they are too numerous 
to mention here. We will conclude by saying 
that there is far more to this project than 
meets the eye. Nationalists will watch 
developments with interest, for undoubtedly 
something is afoot; but exactly. what, we can 
only guess. Time will tell. 
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SIR: At the close of the article ‘The lost 
leaders’ Mr. Tyndall asks the difficult 
question why so many ex-servicemen have 
failed to be counted among the voices of 
those who are fighting the decline of this 
country. 

I believe that this question must be 
answered in conjunction with two other con- 
siderations. 

’ Firstly, why is it that certain back- 
bench Conservatives (mentioned in the art- 
icle ‘On the winning of power’) would not 
be willing to leave their party and join a 
truly revolutionary movement? Also why 
have Nationalist parties not won mass 
electoral support, even though a substantial 
part of their policies have the agreement of 
the electorate? 

The reason is simple and the media 
make full use of it. When Nationalism 
comes to power, the liberal- democratic 
establishment will have to go, and a cer- 
tain amount of hitherto unknown ‘authority’ 
will be necessitated. This smacks of Dic- 
tatorship, the very thing Group Captain 
Bader and Enoch Powell fought in the war 
to protect this country from and the precise 
reason why the electorate shies away from 
us. 

I have spoken to many friends and ord- 
inary members of the public (and ex-serv- 
icemen) and the overriding objection they 
all have is that “the price would be too 
high.” Too many innocent people would 
suffer and would live in fear of arbitrary 
imprisonment and possibly torture. This, 
they say, is what history teaches about 
authoritarian states “he world over. 

As Francis Parker Yockey made clear, 
the coming age is one of the resurgence of 
authority and with this outlook we negate 
all that the present age stands for. 

S.C. BAXTER 
Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk 


SIR: You have asked why such people as 
Group Captain Douglas Bader have failed to 
join those who have given a lead in fighting 
the post-war betrayals of this country. 
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It is a fact that Group Captain Bader 
was opposed to many undesirable trends in- 
post-war politics, and in fact said so. An 
example was his Daily Express articles on 
the betrayal of the White Rhodesians. At 
one time he even wrote a foreword to the 
story of the German Nazi air ace Hans 
Ulrich Rudel, which was published by Mos- 
ley’s Euphorion company. He was motiv- 
ated throughout his life by a normal, decent 
British patriotism, and he had no more en- 
thusiasm for the mass influx of Coloureds 
into this country than he had for the “swas- 
tika planes flying over Kent.” 

Why did Bader not join the anti-immig- 
ration demos? I think it turns on the basic 
issue of what is seen as the ‘decent gentle- 
man’ image. This is a very British trait, 
though I do not believe it is necessarily 
suicidal or that it has to be surrendered in 
order for the nation to survive. 

Bader saw the Germans as a threat to 
Britain — possibly wrongly — but that is not 
all; he also saw National Socialism as a 
cruel and vulgar phenomenon — possibly 
rightly. 

The big problem, in my opinion, is the 
Nazi one. To some extent it has been the 
Darwinism of the anti-immigration forces 
in Britain and other Western countries, der- 
ived to a large degree from the German ex- 
ample, that has kept the biological fatality 
of a ‘multi-cultural society’ in mind as a 
powerful force in resisting the contemporary 
decadence. People like Bader have no 
grounding in that philosophy but only a 
simple-minded, courtly, ultra-British “dec- 
ency’. For them, National Socialist exam- 
ple, rightly or wrongly, is seen in terms of 
inhuman cruelty, and they recoil from it. 

A different case is Prince Charles. He 
has been under continual pressure to sustain 
the image of a future head of the Common- 
wealth. He is not as intelligent as his 
Father, but you can get a fair picture of 
both their views, which are much more to 
the ‘right’ than those of Uncle Dickie, 
whose internationalism was influenced by a 
secretly communist secretary. The Duke 
of Edinburgh in his Question of balance 
tears communism to pieces and puts a 
strong case for sane ecology against the 
population explosion. 

Prince Charles was quite sincere in 
choosing the hymn ‘I vow to thee my coun- 
try’ for his wedding and in backing the 
Falklands celebration, but feels that people 
should not be downed just because they are 
Coloured. He did not, after all, marry one 
of the Three Degrees, and it was his choice 
of a fair-skinned, very English girl that 
gave the Royal Wedding extra force as a 
demonstration by the silent majority of nat- 
ional nostalgia for life as it was 30 years 
ago before the Coloured influx, the Soviet 
space weapons and the American porn cul- 
ture. 


Prince Charles is a constitutional would- 
be monarch, who will take advice from his 
ministers, and it is our job to see that those 
ministers are patriots. It may be necessary 
to be revolutionary but it is not necessary to 
be republican. This country has in any case 
survived its silly monarchs, though we . 
should be aware of the type of conspiracy 
which entrapped the late. Duke of Windsor. 
King Charles III may not be of the same 
mould as Edward I, Elizabeth I or Victoria, 
whose contributions to the ethnic problem 
were particularly apposite, but all he 
needs is education from the right quarters. 
He must be shown that racial loyalty is not 
cruelty but common sense. 

_ What we have to do to get across to 
people like Group Captain Bader and Prince 
Charles is the soundness of such plain state- 
ments of policy as, for example, that of 
Philip Baker in the September issue. It 
really is a folly, as well as a wickedness, 
to publish, on the other hand, such anti- 
semitic Darwinism as the article by Dr. 
Pierce regretting, apparently, that the 
Holocaust never took place. I am not say- 
ing that it is wrong always to attack object- 
ionable Zionist policies or particular indiv- 
iduals of Jewish-background, though it is 
ridiculous to appear to be obsessed by them. 

What must be done is to present the 
case for British sovereignty and racial surv- 
ival in its full moral and rational charac- 
ter. Prince Charles, Group Captain Bader 
and other Tory types will never “cut the 
Rabbi's head off. Nor‘will they “lynch 
the Black man from the tree.” But they 
will fight for the restoration of a quality of 
civilisation as soon as they see who the real 
underdogs are. We do not need bleeding 
heart liberals, but neither do we need 
crackpots or sadists. We need soldiers, not 
thugs, athletes, not bullies, men and not 
murderers. A Strafford and a Kipling, not 
a Streicher and a Koch. 

It is a matter, not of respectability, but 
of sagacity. 

A. RYAN 
London E. 17 


(Editor’s note: This letter is printed, not 
because it meets with editorial approval, 
but in order to stimulate debate and give 
proof that Spearhead does not suppress dis- 
senting views. In fact we would take issue 
with almost all of what Mr. Ryan says, 
were there space here todo so. We will 
confine ourselves just to one observation: if 
the likes of Group Captain Bader did not 
like the manner in which certain National- 
ist groups opposed the Coloured invasion, 
there was nothing to stop him actively opp- 
osing it by his own choice of méthod. In 
fact there is no evidence that he ever gave 
active opposition to that invasion by any 
method. This was the point which both 
letter writers seem to have missed.) 


IF NOTHING ELSE emerged from the 1982 
Trades Union Conference, it was the confir- 
mation that this body no longer sees its role 
as merely the workers’ watchdog on wages 
and conditions. It is now setting itself up as 
a ‘shadow’ government, wielding power 
without responsibility , determined to impose 
its own ideas of economic and social policies 
on the elected administration, enforcing its 
will using industrial muscle to bring the 
nation’s life to a standstill. 


The trades union organisation is in fact 
becoming a ‘state within a state’, with its » 


own cabinet and parliament, its own laws 
and its own courts which enforce those laws 
against members crossing picket lines during 
strikes and other ‘crimes’ against the trades 
union ‘state’. These penalties do not stop at 
fines or expulsions. During the NHS workers’ 
dispute an attempt was made to poison an 
ambulanceman who crossed a picket line. 
Deliberate damage to cars and other property, 
as well as threats to families and physical 
assaults, are common. This was seen recently 
after the ASLEF strike, and attacks took 
place on the vehicles and personnel of 
contract refuse collection firms working for 
local councils. 


Leading trades unionists make many 


statements condemning South Africa, Chile 
and other states they regard as ‘racist’ or 
‘fascist’ for alleged violations of ‘human 
rights’. Yet our trades unions are among 
leading violators of this principle themselves 
in the denial of jobs to non-unionists in 
certain industries where they have intimi- 
dated management into declaring a closed 
shop, making nonsense of the loudly pro- 
claimed ‘“‘right to work.’ They also declare 
their dedication to ‘industrial democracy’ 
yet generally reject secret ballots, its first 
principle. 

Trades Unions and their officials quite 
openly defy the law of the land whenever it 
suits them. The law on secondary picketing, 
for example, has been more honoured in the 
breach than the observance, without any 
reaction on the part of the Tory ‘right-wing’ 
Government which passed it. They also show 
studied disregard for their fellow Britons, 
even the old and sick, an attitude that was 
particularly evident during the NHS workers’ 
dispute. 


STATE WITHIN A STATE 


The ‘state within a state’ parallel has 
become all the more serious for Britain in 
the last decade with the whole movement 
slowly but surely coming under the control 
of Marxist elements at union executive and 
shop steward level, where direct control over 
the membership may best be exercised. Even 
where union executives are theoretically 


ation state or trade 
union state? 


‘moderate’, Marxist-dominated branches 
frequently pay no attention to their directives. 

There is another even more dangerous 
angle to increased Marxist control of the 
unions from the point of view of national 
security. There is evidence to suggest that 
Communist union officials are being recruited 
by. Soviet Bloc intelligence actively to 
promote industrial unrest and disruption in 


PHILIP BAKER looks 

at current tendencies 

in the trade union 
-movement 


order to create conditions which favour the 
spread of Communist influence. The seamen’s 
strike of 1966 was orchestrated by a few 
Communists intimidating the more moderate 
members of the executive, it is known with 
outside help. The 1969 debriefing by the 
CIA of two Czech defectors, Frolik and 
August, named several prominent British 
union leaders who were targets for recruit- 
ment. The potential power of the unions to 
interfere with the operation of Britain’s 
armed forces was demonstrated in the late 
°70s when Polaris submarines were ‘blacked’ 
during a dispute. The escalation of the NHS 
workers’ dispute into a rolling mini-General 
Strike designed to topple the Tory govern- 
ment can probably be laid at the door of 
subversive elements working for Red 
intelligence funded by cash channelled into 
Britain through Iron Curtain agencies. 


There is not of course an immediate. 


likelihood of a Marxist takeover in Britain. 
But if it is considered how much the numbers 
and influence of the orthodox Communists, 
as well as the Trotskyite and Labour Militant 


factions, have grown over the past decade, 
such a takeover isa possibility to be reckoned 


with for the 1990s. Since it is a cast-iron 
certainty that no mainstream party govern- 
ment would have the necessary backbone 
directly to challenge the Trades Union ‘state’, 
it is the duty of the Nationalist community 
to consider seriously how it would confront 
the situation that might emerge in ten years’ 
time when it could expect to be a serious 
contender for power. 

It is self-evident that no Nationalist 
government could tolerate union power and 
influence on the scale that exists today, let 


alone what it might be in ten years’ time. 
Therefore to de-politicise the trades union 
movement and return it to its proper place 
in the national scene must be a priority 
reform. Trades Unions have a place in the 
Nationalist State — that of a non-political 
body to represent the workers’ side of 
industry. After all, their officials are in place 
to speak for all workers of all parties and of 
none. So there can be no question of affili- 
ation to any political grouping. 


VIOLENCE AND SABOTAGE 


The manifestations of violence and in- 
discipline, disregard for the well-being of 
other national comrades, industrial sabotage 
and downright treason in the pursuit of so- 
called ‘just demands’ on the part of trade- 
unionists cannot be tolerated. It is easy to 
pass laws theoretically designed to combat 
such flagrant violations of national loyalty, 
law and order and basic human rights. But 
unless such laws are strictly enforced they 
will be openly flouted, as they are being at 
the moment. The Tory method is to pass 
such laws but put the onus on the victims of 
union action to enforce them through the 
legal process — inevitably a long and costly 
business. It is the Government’s job, not the 
citizen’s, to deal firmly with breaches of the 
law by bodies such as unions and to do so at 
the time of the offence, by the firm use of 
law enforcement agencies and the courts, 
backed by the military power if necessary. 

The long,term solution is not just to end 
the unions’ unique immunity under the law, 
but to dismantle entirely the present union 
set-up and to replace it by a structure whose 
basis would be one union for each industry, 
with Secretary-Generals appointed by the 
government. The TUC, the heart of the von- 
spiracy to subvert the state, must disappear 
and be replaced by a National Labour 
Council, a non-political advisory body com- 
posed of representatives from each union 
whose terms of reference would not be to 
organise strikes but to prevent them. 

No doubt revolutionary reforms of this 
kind would meet with fierce opposition 
from the politically motivated or subversive 
among the union leadership and membership. 
But it would be the duty of government to 
see that this disruptive minority was 
neutralised. Most union members desire 
nothing more than a job and an income. 
They want no part of subversive or politically 
damaging power games in which they are at 
present unwilling accomplices. 
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The audience join in singing a marching song 


The platform joins in singing a marching song 


Read NEW FRONTIER 


‘Voice of British Nationalism 


Youcan obtain single copies of New Frontier 
by paying a subscription of £3.40 for 12 
issues (for subscribers in the British Isles). 
For subscribers overseas the rate is £4.00 for 
12 issues (surface mail). 

If you wish to obtain New Frontier in 
bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 32p post 

25 copies £2.70 + 94p post 

50 copies £4.80 +£1.57 post 
106 copies £8.40 +£1.90 post 
150 copies £11.70 + £2.10 post 
200 copies £14.40 + £2.25 post 
300 copies £19.80 + £2.55 post 
400 copies £24.00 + £2.80 post 
500 copies £29.40 ) Bulk rates 

1,000 copies £55.20 ) by roadline 


All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to New Frontier, PO Box 115, 
Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. Please keep orders 


and enquiries for New Frontier totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


Page eighteen 


All patriots should read 


CANDOUR 


The British Views Letter 


Secondhand Douglas Reed: Nemesis? 


(Otto Strasser biography); A prophet at 
home (spine damaged). 


Jack Ellis, 46 Burghley Road, London NW5. 


Our 


Published by Candour Publishing Co. 
Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 


magazine, 


founded by 
A. K. Chesterton 


though 


differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the polli- 
ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


LONDON RALLY 


A TRIMPHANT SUCCESS — that is the only description that can 
be applied to the British National Party rally in London on Octo- 
ber 16th. Nearly 300 people filled the hall, a much larger num- 
ber than were present at the New National Front rally in the same 
hall a year previously. They came from places as far apart as 
Plymouth and Glasgow. The rally ended in temendous enthus- 
iasm and the collection realised £835. 

Learning from the experience of previous indoor meetings, 
the rally organisers carefully varied the programme, avoiding a 
long succession of political speeches. The agenda was broken up 
with an enjoyable film show and the singing of 3 marching songs 
especially written for the party. Considering the newness of the 
latter activity, the standard achieved was surprisingly good and 
there is no doubt that marching sons are going to become an im- 
portant part of the party’s tradition in the future. 

Activities Organiser David Bruce was meeting Chairman and 


John Tyndall speaks Chairman David Bruce 


began the meeting with the report of the 
BNP’s progress during the first few months of 
its existence. In this he stressed the efforts 
that had been made to enlist the support of 
all Nationalist leaders in the project. He 
then went on to remind the audience of the 
party’s achievement in bringing out its pub- 
lications regularly, the success of its first 
national march in April of this year, and 
its plan to contest 50 seats in the next Gen- 
eral Election. 

The first of the speakers was Ray Hill, 
who spoke of the need for Nationalist unity 
and vigorously attacked those who had opp- 
osed it. He went on to attack those who 
sought to cause division among Nationalists 
by means of class warfare. Another impor- 
tant theme of his speech was the need for 
Nationalists to establish their own alternat- 
ive mass media. Ray Hill’s speech was 
followed by the showing of a film, illus- 


Pair £9 (inc. p &p) 
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of BNP 


A TRIUMP 


trating Nationalist marches of the 1970s, and in particular the 
famous Lewisham march in 1977, which ended in what became 
known as the ‘Battle of Lewisham’. 

After a short interval the rally began again with a speech by — = 
BNP National Organiser Charles Parker. As a prelude to his 
speech Mr. Parker asked the audience to observe a 2 minute sil- 
ence in salute to the servicemen who lost their lives in the Falk- 
lands. He then stressed how successful campaigns such as the 
battle for the Falklands could only be conducted by people able 
to unite forces over the barriers of classes and possessed of the 
indomitable determination to win. He went on to attack Col- 
oured Immigration, the Common Market, the disastrous econ- 
omic policies of successive governments which had destroyed 
great British industries and the lowering of moral standards in the 
country. 

The final speaker was BNP Leader John Tyndall, who made 
the main theme of his address the corruption of the political sys- 
tem popularly known as ‘Democracy’. Under Democracy, Mr. 
Tyndall said, none of the freedoms and rights that are supposed 
to belong to the ordinary people in reality exist. The people are 
never consulted over the policies adopted by the politicians, 
whether the latter be national leaders or town councillors. Mr. 
Tyndall catalogued the long list of national failures to be laid at 
the door of the old political system and urged that the party must 
have the courage to repudiate this system root and branch. 

Mr. Tyndall ended by stressing the party's task of reactivating 
the many people who had been won to the Nationalist cause in 
the 1970s and who were still there with their views unchanged. 

This report of the rally should conclude with praise to those 
others, beside the speakers, who helped to make it such a succ- 
ess. These include Mr. Jock Shaw, who was responsible for the 
fine platform decoration; Mr. Ken Bernal, who attended to the 
sound effects; and Mr. Terry Fitzgerald, who obtained and pro- 
jected the stimulating film. 


Ray Hill on the platform 


Charles Parker addresses the audience 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Spearhead, in this difficult period for British Nationalism, has only 
been kept alive by the loyalty of its most steadfast readers and by the 
generosity of particular supporters who have made sacrifices from out of 


Tapes for your library — 


BNP Recordings offer two cassettes 
dealing with Nationalist topics:— 
VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: ‘Whites unite!’ — Excerpts from 


speeches at Nationalist rally in London on 
September 5th 1981 calling for Nationalist 
unity. 

Side 2: ‘The coming British Revolution’ — 
Talk by John Tyndall on the fraudulence of 
‘liberal democracy’ and the need for a 
radically new political system in Britain. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS 


Side 1: ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ — John 
Tyndall talks about the great worldwide 
heritage of the Anglo-Saxon-Celtic peoples 
and calls for their unity. 

Side 2: ‘Britain’s economic crisis’ — John 
Tyndall talks about the breakdown of the 
British economy over a long period and calls 
for a new economic policy based on Eco- 
nomic Nationalism. 


The cassettes cost £3 each m plus 16%p 


for postage. All orders should be sent to: 
BNP Recordings, Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex 
BN3 3SB. 


: ‘Hove, Sussex. 


their own pockets to help us continue in print. 

Many former readers have felt unable to renew their subscriptions 
because of unemployment and the consequent need for financial economies. 
We have also had to sustain considerable losses in bulk sales as a result of 
the present division among British Nationalist groups. 7 

These factors have made us all the more dependent upon the donations — 
we can obtain from our small circle of committed loyalists. We can only — 
ask that those in this circle maintain their contributions in the coming 
months and that.others who have not previously donated beyond paying 
the bare price of their copies now try to do so. This is essential if we are 
to continue in publication. 

We remind all those making financial donations that it is not our custom 
to send receipts automatically except for sums of £10 or over. This is in order 
to save the time of our office staff and economise on postage. If, however, 


any donor of less than £10 should desire confirmation that their donation 


has been received, would they please enclose an S.A.E. with the donation. 
All contributions should be sent to Spearhead, 52 Westbourne Villas, 


$ 
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START OF A NATIONALIST 


‘The great BNP rally in London on Octo- 
ber 16th saw a new development in the 
British Nationalist tradition: the introduct- 
ion of marching songs. 

For a long time there has been a call 
for something of this kind, and in response 
to this call three songs were introduced at 


the rally which were sung enthusiastically, 


by the audience. These were the first of a 
series of marching songs which it is inten- 
ded to produce for incorporation into a Nat- 
ionalist songbook, which eventually will be 
printed. 

Many of the songs will consist of new 
lyrics written to old melodies, which it is 
intended to draw mainly from the British 
Isles. Some of these were composed with a 
view to their being used as marches. Some 
others, though not written for this purpose, 
are of a flavour which can easily be adap- 
ted to march tempo. Eventually of course 
it is hoped that the movement will produce 
some of its own melodies not drawn from 
any other source. 

We print here the first three marching 
songs of the Nationalist repertoire. 


INTO BATTLE B.N.P.! (to tune ‘Cwm 
Rhondda’) 


Can you hear those voices calling? 

Voices of great heroes past, 

Men who fought for Britain’s freedom, 
Calling us to rise at last. 
Into battle, into battle, into battle BNP! 
Into battle BNP! 


> 
Through the streets now we are marching 
Like an army as to war 
For the cause of race and nation, 
With our banners to the fore. 
Into battle, into battle, into battle BNP! 
Into battle BNP! 


Let our footsteps sound a warning 

To those traitors high in power; 

Soon will come our day of vengeance; 
Soon will come their final hour. 
Into battle, into battle, into battle BNP! 
Into battle BNP! 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 
P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE 

E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 
(Tel. 0273 777540) 
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SONG-BOOK 


COME, COMRADES! (to tune ‘Hearts of 
Oak’) 


Now come all you comrades and fall into line, . 

Then lift high your banners and wait for the sign; 

Then the tramp of our feet and our drums i them 
ear — 

The foes of our race, let them tremble in fear 

As we march in our thousands our country to win. 

Now we are coming, see them all running! 

We march in our thousands our country to win! 


We fight for a cause for which heroes have bled; 
We fight for an ideal which ne’er will be dead; 
And the strength of our will shall one day 
conquer all; 
The forces of treason shall finally fall; 
They shall reap as they sow, and their blood then 
will flow. 
Now we are coming, see them all running! 
We march in our thousands our country to win! 


MARCH RIGHT ON! (to tune ‘Keep 
righton...’) 


March right on to the end of the road; 

March right on to the end! 

Though the fight be long, let your hearts be strong; 
Britain we must defend! 

Let the reds and traitors tremble with fright 

As we march down the streets proud and sure, 

For the time is near when those streets we'll clear 
Of those foes... of our race... evermore! 


March right on through the darkening storm; 

We must never give in! 

For if we should fail treason shall prevail — 

That is why we must win! 

In the cause of Britain and of our race 

We shall fight to the last drop of blood; 

And that foul red flag we shall make a rag 

To be trod... wet and torn... in the mud! 

(nee a 
Nationalist young man (32) seeks single 

lady of similar age and beliefs (non-smoker 

only) Surrey /SW London areas for friend- 


ship, etc. Write Box 45, Spearhead. 


Nationalist Yuletide cards. Send stamp 
for free sample and price list. Order now 
for Xmas. “Folk and Race”, BCM-Thule, 
London WC1V 6XxX. 


Find out about the British National Party 


LEAGUE REVIEW 


For a new view on human affairs read 
League Review, journal! of the League of St. 
George. This is a 24-page pictorial magazine 
costing 45p. Subscription rate is £5 for 8 
issues (British Isles). Por sample send 60p to: 
League Review, 9/11 Kensington High Street, 
London W8 5NP. 


Comment superfluous 


“Superstition and misunderstandings 
were the main reasons for contraceptives 
often being ineffectual in Asia, a United. 
Nations conference was told yesterday. 
Remote villagers shown how to wear con- 
doms in demonstrations using a bamboo 
pole had been putting them on a pole or on 
a finger, UN field workers reported.” 


Daily Telegraph (Sept. 28th) 


PRODUCTION ERRORS 


Readers will no doubt have noticed two 
production errors that have occurred in two 
recent issues. In the September issue in an 
article by Philip Baker entitled ‘Why we 
need a new social order’ the typeset galleys 
were wrongly pasted up in one place on the 
page, with the result that two paragraphs 
appeared at the top of column 3 which 
should have appeared following the last 
paragraph in column 1, thus distorting the 
sequence of the text. We apologies to Mr. 
Baker and to our readers for this error. 

In the October issue there was an error 
of measurement in the pasting up of the 
content of pages 2, 3, 18 and 19 (which 
pages are produced in the same print run) 
with the result that the print area on pages 
2 and 19 exceeded, and on pages 3 and 18 
fell short of, the normal measurement from 
top to bottom. This error did not of course 
detract from the readability of the items 
affected but it did lower the standard of 
presentation, and that is something which 
we always try to avoid. We apologise 
again. 


Printed and published by Albion Press, Hove 


